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Response to Comment Set E.5 through E.53:  Public Meeting Transcript March 
19, 2009, Chino Hills, CA 

E.5-1 Thank you for your comments. Please see General Responses GR-8 and GR-10. 

E.5-2 Thank you for your comment supporting the alternative proposed by the City of Chino Hills. 
The CPUC, Forest Service, SCE, City of Chino Hills, and California Department of Parks 
and Recreation have worked together during the Draft EIR/EIS process to identify issues and 
alternatives, and to analyze the impacts of alternatives. No decisions have been made by the 
federal decision-makers to approve any alternative and no recommendations have been made 
in the Draft EIR/EIS for approval of any alternative. 

E.5-3 Thank you for your comment. 

E.5-4 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-10 regarding tower failure. 

E.6-1 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-8 (Use of 150-Foot-Wide 
ROW for a 500-kV Transmission Line). 

E.6-2 Thank you for your comment. 

E.6-3 Thank you for expressing your concerns. Please see General Response GR-10. 

E.7-1 Thank you for your comment. 

E.7-2 Thank you for expressing your opinion. The adverse visual impacts of the proposed Project 
are discussed in detail in Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Please see General Responses 
GR-2, GR-5, GR-6, and GR-10 regarding electric and magnetic fields, property values, 
property acquisition, and tower failure. 

E.8-1 No decision has yet been made to approve SCE’s proposed Project or any other alternative. 
However, the proposed Project and alternatives have been defined and analyzed, which 
makes it possible to make determinations as to whether or not property needs to be acquired 
for their implementation, if approved. The proposed Project evaluated in the Draft EIR/EIS 
(Alternative 2) does not involve the condemnation of any property. Please see General 
Response GR-6 regarding property acquisition. 

E.8-2 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-8 (Use of 150-Foot-Wide 
ROW for a 500-kV Transmission Line). 

E.8-3 The No Further Action status related to the Solid Waste Management Units was issued by the 
DTSC in September 2008. The letter by the RWQCB referenced in the comment (DTSC to 
Mr. Doug LaBelle, City Manager, City of Chino Hills, November 21, 2008) specifically 
states that they are not issuing a determination of “no further action” for the proposed Route 
C transmission line corridor. 

 Alternative 4 would occur entirely off federal lands; therefore the detailed description of 
Alternative 4 has not been reproduced in the Final EIS. However, the Forest Service is aware 
of your comment. Please note that revisions were incorporated in the Final EIR prepared by 
the CPUC.   
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E.9-1 Thank you for expressing your opinion regarding the proposed Project and alternative routes. 
It is noted that you support Alternative 4. Your comments will be shared with the federal 
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.10-1 Thank you for expressing your opinion. Your comments will be shared with the federal 
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. Effects on the quality of life are discussed in 
Section 3.12 of the Draft EIR/EIS and can be taken into consideration by federal decision-
makers in deciding whether or not to approve any of the project alternatives. For a discussion 
of eminent domain, please see General Response GR-6. No decisions have been made by 
federal decision-makers to approve any alternative and no recommendations have been made 
in the Draft EIR/EIS for approval of any alternative. 

E.10-2 The City of Chino Hills is located within Segment 8 of the proposed Project (Alternative 2). 
As discussed in Draft EIR/EIS Table 3.10-3 (Existing Audible Corona Noise along Proposed 
Project Route) and Draft EIR/EIS page 3.10-8, Corona Noise Locations 3 and 6 from Table 
3.10-3 represent existing transmission line corona noise along this segment. Draft EIR/EIS 
Impact N-3 (Permanent noise levels along the ROW would increase due to corona noise from 
operation of the transmission lines and substations) analyzed the proposed Project increase in 
corona noise over existing ambient conditions, which as described above included existing 
transmission line corona noise.    

 Please see Section 3.10.4.3 (Impact Assessment Methodology) of the Draft EIR/EIS for a 
complete description of how noise impacts were evaluated. 

E.10-3 Thank you for your comment. 

E.11-1 Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to Comment A.23-102 regarding the 
general plan. 

E.11-2 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.11-3 Please see the response to Comment A.23-102. 

E.12-1 Comments regarding the General Plan pertain to the CPUC and do not relate to the EIS. 
However, the Forest Service is aware of your comments. Please note that a complete 
response was provided in the Final EIR produced by the CPUC. 

 Section 3.14 (Visual Resources) of the Draft EIR/EIS addresses effects of the Project on 
scenic views; Project effects on wildlife habitats and corridors are described in Section 3.4 
(Biological Resources) of the Draft EIR/EIS; natural drainage courses are addressed in 
Section 3.8 (Hydrology and Water Quality) of the Draft EIR/EIS; and finally, recreational 
resources including trail systems, equestrian opportunities, bicycling, and hiking are 
addressed in Section 3.15 (Wilderness and Recreation) of the Draft EIR/EIS. Thank you for 
submitting your concerns regarding the Project; all comments will be shared with federal 
decision-makers and may be considered in making a decision on the Project. 

E.12-2 The commenter is correct in noting that a number of recreational resources, including multi-
use trails for cycling and horseback riding, are available in Powder Canyon and the 
surrounding area. Section 3.15 (Wilderness and Recreation) of the Draft EIR/EIS describes 
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recreational resources and opportunities available in the Powder Canyon area. Section 3.15 
also discusses impacts of the Project that would affect these recreational resources, and 
introduces mitigation measures to reduce the significance of Project impacts. Visual impacts 
of the Project are described in Section 3.14 (Visual Resources) of the Draft EIR/EIS, and 
noise impacts are addressed in Section 3.10 (Noise) of the Draft EIR/EIS. The analysis 
provided in Section 3 acknowledges that some impacts of the Project, including those related 
to aesthetics and noise, would be adverse and unavoidable, even with implementation of 
mitigation measures. Additionally, please see the response to Comment E.12-1 for a 
discussion of General Plan consistency, specifically as related to La Habra Heights. 

E.13-1 The commenter addresses several unique points with regard to the Fire Prevention and 
Suppression section of the Draft EIR/EIS (Section 3.16): (a) that the Draft EIR/EIS does not 
prioritize values at risk, that it should prioritize life safety over property safety, and that it 
places too little emphasis on life safety; (b) that the proposed Project would place a new 
transmission line in a corridor that already provides too little clearance for firefighting; and 
(c) that the Draft EIR/EIS doesn't adequately consider the benefits of Alternative 4 with 
regard to this alternative’s removal of existing transmission lines in comparison to the 
proposed Project. To address point “a”, the Draft EIR/EIS considers all values at risk, and 
there is no need to prioritize these values. The Draft EIR/EIS poses mitigation measures to 
protect both life and property from wildfires caused by or exacerbated by the proposed 
Project or alternatives. The federal decision-makers acknowledge that it is incumbent upon a 
fire chief to prioritize life over property during a wildfire: ensuring evacuation of residential 
areas and ensuring the safety of firefighting personnel during residential protection 
operations. However, no such ranking of priorities is necessary in the Draft EIR/EIS to 
achieve the objectives of disclosing impacts of the project and mitigating those impacts to the 
extent feasible. To address point “b”, rather than adding another transmission line to an 
existing corridor where Segment 8 passes through residential areas in the City of Chino Hills, 
the proposed Project would merely replace an existing transmission line. No additional ROW 
would be required. Therefore, the proposed Project would not increase firefighting impacts 
above the baseline conditions. Please see the response to Comment A.23-20 for additional 
detail. To address point “c” please see the response to Comment A.23-20. 

E.14-1 Thank you for your comment. 

E.14-2 Thank you for your comment. 

E.15-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.16-1 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-10 regarding potential tower 
failure. 

E.16-2 Thank you for your comment. The federal decision-makers appreciate the efforts of the City 
of Chino Hills in helping formulate a reasonable range of alternatives for analysis in the Draft 
EIR/EIS. 

E.17-1 Thank you for your comment and for expressing your opinion. For clarification, SCE's 
proposed Project (Alternative 2) does not involve the acquisition of any residential property 
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and no additional ROW needs to be acquired in the City of Chino Hills. Please see General 
Response GR-6 regarding property acquisition. 

E.18-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.18-2 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.18-3 As discussed in Section 5.2, the affected environment described in the Draft EIR/EIS 
generally consists of conditions that existed at the time the Notice of Intent for the Draft 
EIR/EIS were published. This is in accordance with NEPA requirements. 

E.18-4 Thank you for your comment. Alternate Route C would have fewer impacts on noise, traffic, 
socioeconomics, and electrical interference. However, air quality impacts would be similar to 
the proposed Project and Alternative 4C would place Project elements, specifically new 
transmission structures, switching station, and access/spur roads, on the Aerojet property that 
is a known munitions testing and disposal site currently undergoing cleanup through DTSC.  

 Your comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers reviewing the document. 

E.18-5 Thank you for sharing you and your son’s health condition as well as your opinions on the 
proposed Project. Your comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers who are 
reviewing the document. 

E.18-6 Thank you for your comment. 

E.18-7 Thank you for your comment. Please see Section 3.10 of the Draft EIR/EIS for more 
information on the Project’s noise impacts. Also, please see Section 3.17 for a discussion of 
possible interference with electronic medical devices. 

E.18-8 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.19-1 Thank you for your comments. Alternatives suggested during scoping were addressed in the 
Alternatives Screening Report located in Appendix A of the Draft EIR/EIS. Alternatives 
considered included the use/expansion of existing corridors, as well as consideration of a new 
corridor through the Cajon Pass. Please also see General Response GR-1 regarding the 
alternatives identification, screening, and analysis process.   

 The locations where SCE has identified the use of tubular steel poles for the proposed Project 
(Alternative 2) are discussed in Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR/EIS in the “Routing Details” of 
each segment and are shown in cross-section figures (Figures 2.2-2 through 2.2-63) and 
identified in the Map & Figures Series Volume (Part 6, Project Segment Detail Maps). 
Conductor types are also identified for each segment within Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR/EIS 
under “Engineering Details”. Mitigation measures are clearly defined for each issue area in 
Sections 3.2 through 3.17 of the Final EIS. 

 It is recommended that the City of La Habra Heights continue to coordinate with SCE for the 
visual simulations previously requested from SCE. 
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 As described in Section 2.2.9.1, within Segment 8A, 500-kV double-circuit structures are 
proposed. The conductors would be in a split-phased configuration, which is where double-
circuit construction is used to carry the load of a single circuit in order to phase the circuit for 
electric field cancellation. As such, there would not be an empty circuit available to place a 
220-kV circuit onto the new structures. 

E.19-2 Thank you for your comment. 

E.19-3 Recognizing that there is a great deal of public interest regarding EMF from power lines, the 
Draft EIR/EIS included information regarding EMF. This information is relevant both inside 
the right-of-way and outside the right-of-way and included the nature of electric and magnetic 
fields, summaries of applicable regulation and information from studies and scientific panel 
reviews. The Draft EIR/EIS noted that there is no consensus in the scientific community 
regarding health risks associated with EMF exposure and, therefore, conclusions regarding 
this concern cannot be reached. Information related to field reduction measures was also 
included as well as modeling of magnetic fields at the edge of the transmission line right-of-
way. The edge of the right-of-way was utilized as a reference point as this is the demarcation 
between public areas and the area utilized by the utility for the transmission facility. 

E.20-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. These will be shared with the federal 
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. The CPUC, Forest Service, SCE, City of 
Chino Hills, and California Department of Parks and Recreation have worked together during 
the Draft EIR/EIS process to identify issues and alternatives, and to analyze the impacts of 
alternatives. No decisions have been made by the federal decision-makers to approve any 
alternative and no recommendations have been made in the Draft EIR/EIS for approval of any 
alternative. 

 In response to the commenter’s concern that the public hearing is unnecessary, we offer the 
following for clarification. In accordance with CEQA and NEPA requirements, an EIR/EIS 
must be completed before a decision to approve or deny the project can be made by the Lead 
Agencies. The EIR/EIS must provide the following information: disclosure of the Project’s 
expected impacts on the environment; recommended measures to reduce or avoid adverse 
impacts; and analysis of a reasonable range of feasible alternatives. The purpose of this 
process is to inform the public about the impacts of the Project and to provide agency 
decision-makers with vital Project information to aid in their decisions regarding Project 
approval. When the Draft EIR/EIS has been completed, it is distributed for public review and 
comment in accordance with the requirements of both CEQA (CEQA Guidelines §15087) and 
NEPA (NEPA Regulations 40 CFR 1506.6). During the 45-day comment period following 
publication of the Draft EIR/EIS a public hearing may be conducted to obtain public comment 
on environmental issues addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS. Although a public hearing is not 
mandatory, lead agencies often include public hearings as a way to effectively meet public 
participation requirements. 

E.21-1 Thank you for submitting your comments and concerns regarding the Project. The Puente 
Hills Landfill Native Habitat Preserve is described in Section 3.15 (Wilderness and 
Recreation) of the Draft EIR/EIS, including a discussion of how Project impacts would affect 
areas under jurisdiction of the Habitat Authority. The Draft EIR/EIS acknowledges that the 
Project would result in construction- and operation/maintenance-related impacts to this area. 



APPENDIX F.  DRAFT EIR/EIS COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project 

 
 

September 2010  F.E‐112  Final EIS 

In addition, please see General Response GR-1 (Alternatives Identification, Screening, and 
Analysis) for a discussion of how Project alternatives were identified and analyzed in the 
Draft EIR/EIS. All comments will be shared with federal decision-makers, and may be 
considered in making a decision on the Project.    

E.22-1 Thank you for your comment. Your support of Alternative Route C is noted. Please note that 
the Draft EIR/EIS does not make a recommendation for approval of the proposed Project or 
any alternative. 

E.22-2 Please see General Response GR-9 (Contribution of Funds as Mitigation under the California 
Environmental Quality Act). Mitigation measures that have been identified to reduce the 
Project impacts to the maximum extent feasible are presented and discussed throughout 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding the 
Project; all comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers, and may be considered 
in making a decision on the Project. 

E.22-3 Thank you for expressing your opinion. Please see the response to Comment A.23-15 and 
General Response GR-9 regarding Chino Hills’ proposed Mitigation and Cost Recovery Plan. 

E.23-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.24-1 Please see General Response GR-8 (Use of 150-Foot-Wide ROW for a 500-kV Transmission 
Line) for a discussion of the proposed Project’s ROW width. Thank you for providing your 
comments and concerns regarding the Project; all comments will be shared with federal 
decision-makers, and may be considered in making a decision on the Project.   

E.24-2 Thank you for expressing your concerns. Please see General Response GR-10. 

E.25-1 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Responses GR-2 and GR-10 regarding 
electric and magnetic fields, and tower failure. Also, please see GR-8 regarding the use of 
150-foot-wide right of way (ROW) in Segment 8A. 

E.26-1 Thank you for expressing your opinion. Please see the response to Comment A.23-15 and 
General Response GR-9 regarding Chino Hills’ proposed Mitigation and Cost Recovery Plan. 

E.26-2 Thank you for your comment. Please see the responses to Comments A.23-9, A.23-12, and 
A.23-15. 

E.26-3 As stated in Section 5.3.4.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS, removal of transmission infrastructure is 
generally considered an enhancement to the visual quality of an area and, in this case, it 
would improve visual quality for CHSP users and some Chino Hills residents, resulting in a 
long-term beneficial effect.   

 The proposed viewshed enhancement must be linked to an impact. Before mitigation can be 
formulated, an adverse project impact requiring mitigation must be identified. After a specific 
adverse impact has been identified that would be caused by the proposed Project, mitigation 
measures addressing that impact can be developed. Please see the response to Comment 
A.23-15. 
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E.27-1 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-6 regarding property 
acquisition. 

E.28-1 Thank you for your comment. 

E.28-2 Thank you for your comment. 

E.28-3 Thank you for your comment. 

E.29-1 Thank you for your comment. 

E.29-2 Thank you for expressing your opinion. Please see the response to Comment A.23-15 and 
General Response GR-9 regarding Chino Hills’ proposed Mitigation and Cost Recovery Plan. 

E.30-1 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-5 and GR-10 regarding 
property values and tower failure. 

E.30-2 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Responses GR-2 and GR-10 regarding 
electric and magnetic fields, and tower failure. 

E.31-1 Thank you for your comments. They will be shared with the federal decision-makers 
reviewing the Project. 

 Under SCE’s Easement Policy (Rev. 1, July 7, 2008), it is stated that “Buildings and other 
permanent structures, both above ground and underground are prohibited within SCE’s 
ROW’s. Examples of permanent structures are pipelines, concrete slabs [i.e., parking lot], 
foundations, vaults, decks, detention basins, pools, and anything else that is not portable and 
easily moveable.”  In SCE’s Secondary Land Use Policy, it states that SCE “will permit 
secondary uses of its transmission rights-of-way only when these secondary land uses do not 
conflict with current or projected first priority use, as determined by the company’s 
Transmission and Distribution Business Unit (TDBU). Such uses will be low intensity in 
nature…. Other possible low-intensity projects include short-term or overflow parking lots or 
equestrian stables. Since these are not the preferred uses, SCE will not actively pursue these 
uses but will consider them on a case-by-case basis.” Previously existing land uses, such as 
parking lots, that may conflict with SCE’s Secondary Land Use Policy and Transmission Line 
Right of Way Requirements will be reviewed by SCE on a case-by-case basis. It should be 
noted that SCE is currently working towards a system-wide policy regarding land uses under 
500-kV T/Ls; however, this policy is yet in place. 

 Please see General Response GR-8 regarding use of the existing 150-foot ROW through 
Chino Hills. Please note that no expansion of the ROW through Chino Hills is required under 
SCE's proposed Project (Alternative 2). Please also see General Response GR-10 regarding 
the potential failure of transmission structures. 

E.31-2 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-10 regarding tower failure. 

E.31-3 Thank you for your comment. Project costs are not an appropriate topic for the Draft 
EIR/EIS, but will be considered by federal decision-makers. 

E.31-4 Thank you for expressing your opinion regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.32-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns. Please see Section 3.17 of the Draft EIR/EIS, 
which discusses the potential for electric and magnetic fields from the transmission line to 
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disrupt electronic devices, including medical devices. Although the Draft EIR/EIS concludes 
that such effects are either not adverse or can be readily mitigated, it is recommended that 
you consult with your wife’s doctor regarding potential effects of the transmission line on the 
electronic devices she requires to manage her medical condition 

E.33-1 Thank you for your comment. 

E.33-2 Thank you for expressing your opinion regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.34-1 Thank you for expressing your opinion. Please see the response to Comment A.23-15 and 
General Response GR-9 regarding Chino Hills’ proposed Mitigation and Cost Recovery Plan. 

E.34-2 Thank you for your comment. Although it is not clear what “piece of paper” is being 
referenced in Comment E.34-2, it is believed that the piece of paper cited is a listing of 
schools within one-half mile of the proposed Project ROW that was compiled for the Draft 
EIR/EIS public workshops. In this listing, the Gerald F. Litel Elementary School and Ayala 
High School are noted as two schools within one-half mile of proposed Segment 8A in Chino 
Hills. Although the Chino Valley Community Church is not found within this listing, the list 
does include the Loving Savior of the Hills in Chino Hills and the Victory Baptist Church in 
Chino because these facilities contain operational day schools. Nonetheless, if the Church of 
Jesus Christ Latter Day Saints (“LDS Church”) and the catholic church noted in Comment 
E.34-2 contain operational day schools or daycare facilities, then Mitigation Measures N-1a 
(Implement Best Management Practices for construction noise [for sensitive receptors]) and 
N-1b (Avoid sensitive receptors during mobile construction equipment use), as addressed in 
Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.10 (Noise) would apply to minimize potential impacts. Additionally 
Mitigation Measures L-1a (Construction liaison – Property owners), L-1b (Advance 
notification of construction - Property owners), L-1c (Quarterly construction updates - 
Property owners), and L-2a (Construction plan provisions – Non-residential property 
owners), as addressed in Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.9 (Land Use) would apply regardless of 
whether these churches contain operational day schools or daycare facilities, as would 
applicable mitigation measures outlined in Draft EIR/EIS Sections 3.3 (Air Quality) and 3.14 
(Traffic and Transportation). 

E.35-1 Thank you for your comment. 

E.35-2 Thank you for your comment. 

E.35-3 Thank you for expressing your concerns. The commenter references “California Code of 
Regulations, Title 5, Section 14010(c)” which, for clarification, is intended to serve as 
guidance for the California Department of Education (CDE) in the identification of new 
school sites; these regulations are not applicable to SCE in the siting of transmission line 
projects. Section 14010(c) requires that school districts site occupied school structures a 
minimum distance away from the edge of a power line easement (or right-of-way), as 
follows: (1) 100 feet away from 50- to 133-kV lines; (2) 150 feet away from a 220- to 230-
kV lines; and (3) 350 feet away from 500- to 550-kV lines. Please note that the proposed 
Project would not result in placement of a transmission line within 350 feet of any occupied 
school structures in the Chino Hills area.  
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E.35-4 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Responses GR-8 and GR-10, respectively, 
regarding the use of a 150-foot-wide ROW in Segment 8A and tower failure. 

E.36-1 Please see General Response GR-9 (Contribution of Funds as Mitigation under the California 
Environmental Quality Act). Mitigation measures that have been identified to reduce the 
significance of Project impacts are presented and discussed throughout Chapter 3 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS. Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding the Project; all comments will be 
shared with the federal decision-makers, and may be considered in making a decision on the 
Project. 

E.36-2 Thank you for expressing your opinions and recommendation. Your comments will be shared 
with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the document. 

E.37-1 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-10 regarding the potential 
tower failure. 

E.37-2 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-10 regarding the potential 
tower failure. 

E.37-3 Thank you for your comment. 

E.38-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.38-2 Thank you for expressing your opinion. Your comments will be shared with the federal 
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. Potential disturbance associated with the 
construction of the proposed Project is discussed throughout the Draft EIR/EIS and the 
adverse visual impacts of the Project are discussed in detail in Section 3.14 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS. 

E.38-3 Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.38-4 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-8 for use of 150-foot-wide 
Right of Way (ROW) in Segment 8A. Also, please see GR-10 regarding tower failure. 

E.38-5 Thank you for expressing your concerns. Please see General Response GR-10. 

E.38-6 Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.38-7 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Responses GR-2 and GR-3 regarding 
electric and magnetic fields, and electrical interference. 

E.38-8 For clarification, the setback limit for schools that is noted by the commenter is a guideline 
that is set and used by the California Department of Education (CDE) in the School Site 
Selection and Approval Guide for use in identifying new school sites; these setback guidelines 
are not applicable to SCE in the siting of transmission line projects. The federal decision-
makers are not aware of any applicable regulations of the CDE that would be violated by the 
proposed Project. However, the Draft EIR/EIS includes analysis of environmental issue areas 
that are also considered by the CDE in siting new school locations. With regards to proximity 
to high-voltage transmission lines, Sections 3.17 (Electrical Interference and Hazards) and 
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5.3.1 (Other Considerations) of the Draft EIR/EIS acknowledge that persons in close 
proximity to transmission lines would be exposed to EMF. 

 Please see General Response GR-5 (Effects on Property Values) for a discussion of how 
effects to property values are assessed and how the value of properties in the Project area may 
be affected by new transmission line construction. Thank you for submitting your comments 
and concerns regarding the Project; all comments will be shared with federal decision-
makers, and may be considered in making a decision on the Project. 

E.39-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.40-1 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-8 regarding the use of a 150-
foot-wide ROW in Segment 8A. 

E.40-2 Thank you for your comment.  

 Under SCE’s Easement Policy (Rev. 1, July 7, 2008), it is stated that “Buildings and other 
permanent structures, both above ground and underground are prohibited within SCE’s 
ROWs. Examples of permanent structures are pipelines, concrete slabs [i.e., parking lot], 
foundations, vaults, decks, detention basins, pools, and anything else that is not portable and 
easily moveable.” In SCE’s Secondary Land Use Policy, it states that SCE “will permit 
secondary uses of its transmission rights-of-way only when these secondary land uses do not 
conflict with current or projected first priority use, as determined by the company’s 
Transmission and Distribution Business Unit (TDBU). Such uses will be low intensity in 
nature….Other possible low-intensity projects include short-term or overflow parking lots or 
equestrian stables. Since these are not the preferred uses, SCE will not actively pursue these 
uses but will consider them on a case-by-case basis.” Previously existing land uses, such as 
parking lots, that may conflict with SCE’s Secondary Land Use Policy and Transmission Line 
Right of Way Requirements will be reviewed by SCE on a case-by-case basis. It should be 
noted that SCE is currently working towards a system-wide policy regarding land uses under 
500-kV T/Ls; however, this policy is not yet in place. 

E.40-3 Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.41-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinion regarding the proposed Project. Your 
comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.41-2 Please see General Response GR-9 (Contribution of Funds as Mitigation under the California 
Environmental Quality Act). Mitigation measures that have been identified to reduce the 
significance of Project impacts are presented and discussed throughout Chapter 3 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS. Impacts of the Project related to wildlife movement are discussed in Section 3.4 
(Biological Resources) of the Draft EIR/EIS. Thank you for submitting your concerns 
regarding the Project; all comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers, and may 
be considered in making a decision on the Project. 

E.41-3 Thank you for your comment. Your comments will be shared with the federal decision-
makers who are reviewing the document. 
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E.41-4 Thank you for your comment. 

E.41-5 Thank you for expressing your opinion regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.42-1 Thank you for your comment. Your support of Alternative Route C is noted. Please note that 
the Draft EIR/EIS does not make a recommendation for approval of the proposed Project or 
any alternative. 

E.43-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.44-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. Please see General Response GR-
2 regarding Electric and Magnetic Fields. 

E.45-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. Please see General Response GR-
8 regarding the use of a 150-foot-wide ROW in Segment 8A and General Response GR-2 
regarding Electric and Magnetic Fields. 

E.46-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. 

E.46-2 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-8 and GR-2, respectively, 
regarding use of a 150-foot-wide ROW and Electric and Magnetic Fields. 

E.46-3 Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the proposed Project. 

E.47-1 Thank you for expressing your opinion. Please see the response to Comment A.23-15 and 
General Response GR-9 regarding Chino Hills’ proposed Mitigation and Cost Recovery Plan. 

E.47-2 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding the assessment of hydrologic and 
biological impacts under Alternative 2 (proposed Project) and Alternative 4 (Chino Hills 
Route Alternatives). Impacts to streams and other hydrologic systems are addressed for the 
proposed Project and all alternatives, including the Alternative 4 routing options, in Section 
3.8 (Hydrology and Water Quality) of the Draft EIR/EIS. Impacts related to habitat for 
wildlife and vegetation through would result under the proposed Project and each of the 
Project alternatives are addressed in Section 3.4 (Biological Resources). In addition, a 
comparison between the proposed Project and all alternatives is provided in Chapter 4 
(Comparison of Alternatives) of the Draft EIR/EIS, including discussion of how impacts 
would vary across all environmental issue areas for each identified alternative.   

E.47-3 Thank you for expressing your opinions and concerns. Your comments will be shared with 
the federal decision-makers reviewing the document. 

E.48-1 Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the proposed Project. 

E.48-2 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. Please also see General Response 
GR-10 regarding tower failure. 
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E.48-3 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with 
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the proposed Project. 

E.49-1 Thank you for your comment. Your concerns will be shared with the federal decision-makers 
who are reviewing the proposed Project. Please see General Response GR-8 concerning the 
use of a 150-foot wide ROW for a 500-kV transmission line. 

E.49-2 Thank you for expressing your opinion regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will 
be shared with the federal decision-makers who will be reviewing the Project. 

E.49-3 Thank you for your comment. Your concerns will be shared with the federal decision-makers 
who are reviewing the proposed Project. 

E.49-4 Thank you for your comment.  Your concerns will be shared with the federal decision-makers 
at the CPUC and the Forest Service. 

E.50-1 Thank you for your comment. Please see Chapter 4 of the Draft EIR/EIS for a detailed 
discussion and comparison of alternatives. Also, please see the response to Comment B.16-6 
regarding the referenced mitigation package. 

E.51-1 Comment noted.  Please see response to comment A.16-16. 

E.51-2 Please see Draft EIR/EIS Section 1.2 for a discussion of the Project objectives and purpose 
and need. Please also see Section 6.2.2.2 regarding current and future wind projects in the 
CAISO-controlled grid generation queue, specifically Table 6.2-2. 

 Please note that while one of the objectives of the Project is to reliably interconnect new wind 
generation resources in the TWRA, under Sections 210 and 212 of the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. Sections 824 (i) and (k)) and Sections 24 and 25 of the CAISO's Tariff, SCE is 
obligated to interconnect and integrate power generation facilities into its electric system, 
which could include sources other than wind power. 

 The No Project/Action Alternatives is fully analyzed in the Draft EIR/EIS. Future generation 
within the Los Angeles Basin is not impossible, as suggested, but would not meet the stated 
objectives, purpose and need of the Project. 

 Thank you for your comments regarding the reconductoring alternative. Please see the 
response to Comment A.16-13 regarding the limitations of a reconductoring alternative. 

 Please see the response to Comment A.16-24 regarding Project impacts on aerial firefighting 
effectiveness. 

 Please see the responses to Comments A.16-1 through A.16-8 regarding the Project 
objectives, purpose and need.  

 Thank you for your comments. They will be shared with the federal decision-makers who are 
reviewing the proposed Project. 

E.52-1 Thank you for your comments. The impacts to the Puente Hills preserve are addressed in 
Section 3.15. Also see GR-1 for a discussion of Alternatives Identification, Screening, and 
Analysis. 

E.52-2 See the response to Comment E.52-1 above. 
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E.52-3 As the commenter points out, the Draft EIR/EIS identifies adverse impacts related to noise, 
recreation, and visual resources, and these effects would be experienced on Habitat 
Preservation Authority lands as well as at other locations along the transmission segments.  

 As explained in Section 3.14.2.1, “From all possible KOPs, the most critical were selected as 
KOPs for analysis, based on their ability to exemplify visual resource impacts at a particular 
location. KOPs that were analyzed are representative of visual resource impacts to a 
particular landscape unit.” Appropriate locations and an adequate number of KOPs were 
analyzed to allow for the characterization of impacts, the determination of impact 
significance, and the need for mitigation. At this time, the federal decision-makers do not 
believe analysis of any additional KOPs is necessary and that an adequate number of KOPs 
have been analyzed to satisfy the requirements of both CEQA and NEPA. It is not required or 
necessary to analyze KOPs for individual properties or for each jurisdiction adjacent to or 
traversed by the proposed Project. 

 Mitigation has been recommended in the Draft EIR/EIS to reduce these impacts to the degree 
feasible. Please note that there is no requirement in CEQA or NEPA to mitigate a project’s 
impacts such that a net environmental benefit results. 

E.52-4 Thank you for your comment. 

E.53-1 Thank you for your comment. 


